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Purpose

The meeting was held to review technical input being provided by INGAA in support of defin ng
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the integrity management process for gas pipelines.
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Summary of Discussions

HCA (High Consequence Area) Definition: Discussion on the HCA definition included the
INGAA observation that no definition would be complete or responsible if it didn’t explicitly
include use of the current information on population near gas pipelines required by the class
location regulations. OPS indicated that it would also be prudent to include population groups
with impaired mobility located further than 660 ft from the pipeline (e.g., child care facilities,
primary schools, assisted living facilities, hospital, or prison). All parties recognize the need for
the HCA definition to be presented in a map-based format.

Direct Assessment: The discussion focused on the capability of Direct Assessment to identify the
potential for external corrosion or damage. A plan to validate the technology against pigging
techniques was presented, and the impact of the non-proceduralized application of both Direct
Assessment and pigging on the validation process was discussed. The industry is considering
supporting the long-term validation process needed to increase the confidence in Direct
Assessment technologies.

Low Stress Piping: The stress level below which pipe failure is predominantly by leak rather
than rupture is being explored by Battelle. The 30% SMYS level appears to be in the range
where the failure modes change. AGA will continue its work to link insights from the failure
mode analysis to identify demonstrated techniques that provide additional assurance of integri'y.
The current code should be reviewed to determine its adequacy in the light of technical findings
reported in this study.

Focus of IMP: INGAA indicated that its efforts are focused on an overall process for managir.g
threats to pipeline integrity rather than simply techniques for detection of incipient failure. This
management process includes: (a) assessment of the system for potential integrity concerns, (t)
identification of the potential threats, (c) identification and implementation of preventive
measures, (d) application of detection techniques, and (e) repair or replacement of pipe as
needed.

Consensus Standards: INGAA is planning to develop twelve standards to support improvements
in integrity management. The schedule for these standards will be discussed at the next meetig.
The proposed standards are:

Corrosion Assessment

Dent and Gouge Assessment

Hydrostatic (Pressure or Strength) Testing

Smart Pigging

Direct Assessment

Stress Corrosion Cracking Assessment

Internal Corrosion Control

External Microbiologically Induced Corrosion (MIC)
Corrosion Control Monitoring Techniques

High Consequence Affected Area Determination



o Integrity Management Development Guide
o Risk Based Integrity Management

Potential Code Changes: INGAA has presented technical information for OPS consideration in
support of changes to the current code, either by putting in place an integrity management rule
for high consequence areas, or by ensuring the code is updated so it continues to reflect up-to-
date technical knowledge. The code should represent a comprehensive integrity management
program for all gas pipelines, not just those in HCAs. INGAA continues to expect that any new
integrity management rule will include both a prescriptive set of requirements and an option for a
“performance-based” compliance approach.

Communication with States: Discussion on initiatives by several states (including Texas) to
institute their own integrity management requirements led to the conclusion of the need for more
effective communication with all states on the technical information being prepared and
presented by INGAA in the current series of meetings with OPS.




